as  to what  type  of  forms  he  uses",   and he further conceded
that  no  particular prescribed forms are  required to  be
maintained  for   equipment defects.     When shown a copy  of
respondent's exhibit  -3,  Mr.  White  confirmed that he  saw
such forms,   but  he indicated that   such forms  are proper
"production  reports"   under.section   55.18-1,  and that he
advised the  respondent's  representative  that  "it  looked like
a production report  rather   than  a mobile equipment
checklist"   (Tr.41>.     However,   Mr.   White also  indicated that
had  the  "bad  forklift  alarm"   been  noted on the  face of the
exhibit  in  question,   he would have accepted it  as  compliance
with the cited  standard  (Tr.   42).

With  regard  to  the wire  conductor  citation,   Inspector
White  stated  that  the hoist was   approximately  8-1/2  feet  off
the ground,   and  that he observed  no  rubber outer  covering on
the wires  which went through  the hoist housing,  but  just the
wire holding  the  other  small  wires together.     He could not
state whether   there was any  stress  on the wires,   and
confirmed  that  he issued the  citation because  of  the lack of
a proper bushing  to  secure   the wires  as  they entered the
housing   (Tr.   44-46).

In response  to certain bench  questions,   Inspector white
indicated  that  he assumed  the cited  forklift would  be used
to transport  and protect  equipment from the hurricane,  and
that  it  is   normally used  to move  motors and parts  around,
and that  he did  not  believe  that  it  is  normally used to
store or move   the bagged materials which are processed at
the plant.     He   indicated that  other  forklifts  are used for
that purpose   (Tr.   49).     When asked to explain why he issued
the citation,   he  summed  it  up as   follows   (Tr.   50):

Now,   let's  assume you've got this
forklift   parked,   and  the operator decides  not
to use  it  that  day at  all,   then you come  on
the  scene  and decide  to inspect it,   and you
crank  it  up and  find  that  the backup alarm is
inaudible.     That's essentially what happened
here,   isn't  it?

THE WITNESS:     Yes,   sir,

ADMINISTRATIVE LAW JUDGE:     Would that be
a violation?r       stated.that he was provided with an
